males as well. Brachypters with shorter forewing membrane, covering 7th tergite for a small part only (in S. pseudograndis covering the largest part). Pygophore larger and broader, parameres with a broader apical part, more developed lateral parts, and a more dense pubescence. Stichel (1958) only used the differences in the teeth on the front femora to separate both species.
Both species are wing-dimorphic with either fully developed or slightly reduced forewings in both sexes. With Scolopostethus affinis they have the mesosternal tubercles in common, but they are larger and lack the distinctly bicoloured antennae. Besides, in the brachypterous morph the membrane is stronger developed than in brachypterous S. affinis (see also Wagner 1966) .
Because Dutch material could not be identified with certainty using these characters and runs to Scolopostethus grandis rather than to S. pseudograndis, more material was examined, including the holotype and two paratypes of S. pseudograndis and the lectotype of S. grandis. No differences were found in the characters listed, neither in the male genitalia (parameres), nor in other morphological characters, to support Wagner's concept of two valid species. Thus, it is concluded that Scolopostethus pseudograndis Wagner is a junior synonym of S. grandis Horváth.
The material examined is listed below. 
